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eiiftr*y eefr»r rttwr 

( ftrePT) 

(QUHtliO 'qjw? ) 

3lf^ERT 

M Rrcft, 6 3RTRT, 2009 

3T^fIT'3lfw mRwiih 

ToTO : ^[WW HR, 3ww, w RUT T£TIPw *> TJW R> 3T8WT Rf? H H<Ill<M HUHrH-MlMllm-^FT- 

(f #tr?% arenaf H g fin rm ud 3 Rcroffr mftqn i 

tf. 15/2/2009-iNh^.—zrf 1995 3 3#m, 1975 (M 

cF^T T T C TT 'f) 3^T ‘#RT-‘^]c ! ^i ^fTT (Tlldd W^H, ^l^di T^f TH ^<r®b RT <3iRlR«K! ?p3T R>T 

Tf^R t^ta) fWT, 1995 (M ^ Tpn t) «IR ^ 

1. 4 ^jTR^ TfeRT fclfats , 3 Tgf 4 H9, <H*Kkl , 7 T TT T Tffi ^ftrl (f^F# R^HS fol 

W i) ^*pT^ 3TOT Rgf^ f^tT c R f (M 

H.d^wRr^^te rtst rrt t) <& w ■apr 3?rcta wrfi n* PfRv yifM<*>i<l ^ tiw md-uM Rifaw ^fr R»t «fti 

2. We T#n$7ft } 16 ^T, 2006 ^ RTCcf ^ TOT, 3*, RPT-1, 'GF3 1 4* 3?f^ WIT 

14/18/2004 "St 'it Rn«t> 15-6-2006 5HI RR, STRffan, Rfa «R TJR fli'sftd R> ^JolR> 3TRRT RFI ^ 

Mfdci qgftfcH-T ft*i)rdd -RN- (^ Rt -& VF) T^f ^ ^URTcff RT PWRRR»W> MlidM ^T 

Ri*iR*i ^ 3^ 3ff?F? yt\ u HH 3#RjfeT fsRT^ ^ I 

3. di-S, tK*M< 19 'jpTR?, 2006 RTs?TT 75/2006-7ft.^J. &RI ^^*5 ^ 

wm «TT I 

4. 3% ifm ure T^ilfRt^R ngn 3 ^Rtfger zm f^n i ^ 

WP W# 3T^ ^ ^IT W&S, "g^ ^ 2007 3 1 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 


2850 GI/2009 


0) 





2 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 11 


gRT gn: ^0 fe TWIcHI n$T t WWT TR^ q? tnenfer 
Wfe 3T^ fe t fefe WW? WWT fet ^ WT^fe fe Wftfel'dRdl 

Wife 7^ t I ^4^ 3> nfe>R feft f <ft $ TRT W7 W 

fe* wn 3T^m fen t I 


5. fefr Tjfefe ffeT fefe 4®rt ^ W£ ’ft few fen t % feft f ^ 

7W^ W7 ^WI<TT WW WR fen t 3ffa 3ni fe 3Tfefem 1947 <£ ST^WR fefe 

26-6-2008 7* 3fe cfSRTJI^ fe fenWlfe 7W ^T 7WT?f fefe WR fen t I 

6 . #n^ fen (fefrwn) fefewn, 1995 mi afen wnn? tr nrenM 
fen ^ ciw mferfr % fe wnfeft tjow^ fet Tfer fe fe wnw-wnw w 
wfe wRnr ferfe fen t 1 fen ffer rw fefewn mi anferfe nm 
fejfefe fefewn ^ 3 ferw % sttwr wy <mi fent £ 3 tjwr mfefe m r 
ferfe 27-3-2009 fe arfeww fesm 15/2/2009-fe fe n ^ n?cr nrenM ^n 
fe wnfe nfer fe Tjn? fe nf 1 

7 ?. nfen 


7. few 3 > trw ^ ferfcTfer nfen spht# nf t=- 

(i) feten few fe WRsnd £ wtw mfefet ^ fen 6(4) 3 > fejwK srenweft wn 

ctwt anw^nn ^rrt ntfer ^ ferg fen, tr^ fe A tfrw wm 
fefefe/vOTi^fe wwt w anmfe fe arfefe fen, 

(ii) fen 6 ( 2 ) stjbr few fe ^strt % wife n^ fefe ffe Tfe fe 3r 
c^nfef fe 3i^rn 3> wtw fefefe fen nm wt fe % ferffe wnw ^ 
feR iTHnrfe nn ^wy ^ fe 3fe-3fe ^ft ^ fefefe/^wrfet fe 

WetTT 

(iii) nTfepfr ^ Tfei felt % wcf fefefe fe fern ^wm nfe ^ ffe 5Rnfefen 
fe! 1 Tfe ^ feft ^ ferw % f^fee nrfe^t fe otr n# fen t ; 

(iv) ferm wild® fetm ^ nfefer few fe afer 1 2008 ^ 

31 fenwR 2008 (12 m^) fe t; 

(v) diPife^ snfenm fe fefe^t nfe^fenoTW (fefefeanfe^Rf) % srjtw 

fen nm wt fe nF fefe 3 fet 3 ftR few fe 3 fer ^ fen Tfe ^ 

3TlWIcft ^ feft ^WcTW fe fefer fW TRW ^ ^TW fef *nfe; 
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lwi x—ms i] 

(vi) R?ftl tfte^ ' 3 lft T T ^TT \3^Mlc{cf3 ft oTTTO sftft nft ^EHT 

. crt| t; * 


(vii) RnfciRsid sroidcft sik ^ftrftrroftt ft ^rm sjsbto ft^srfft^HT 
we -fftnr1 37 k nsg <R*rodM sjec*> tom Wr ^5i snjfter %?n 
t; 

1 . fto nTfomft to fcTo. gft 

2 . fto fftrfft^RT ^[cT fefO, *ftd 4 >ldl 

3. fto W«P? teT feTO, ^rfa 

4. 3fteT ff^TT ^ ^ftlRu?SM 

5. W^R 37F7? ^ MlfeW ft^ftcFtRft ^ fteefr 

6 . ftrftfttfftn ^rr m^Rh^m 

* (viii) nifftcnrft ft rtrrt vft R’HFt tot sMfftcf, fttfft ^ ftnftn f%m ft 

TOcT ft i ftt ^ ^T % RlftftldKtf! eft % ^TORTO fk^d nft, 
"to, f-fter ReT tot erfft srafft k fen? bto^ sttot ^ 

^TOd/SOTOT % 3Tf^% TOeTO TOlft 4=>I ST^ftHT I^JT *7T; 


(ix) mfftwft ft Rd^ nT&ft eft fttfef> TOft % fen? 23 vjd, 2009 eft 

Wcrvftftn? ^roif snftRRT eft i ^fpr/^deht ^ ^ f yftlftfft 

^)q\jjRcr> ^*lc|J$ ft 3TOT; 


(x) W nrfftft eft ft ^ 17/7/2009 <ft 5T^d ffteTO vjfftt 

fftOT TOT 2TT fft ft 3mft fftnK 24-7-2009 d^ TOjeT dR ft I 

n. fttlMsSfa sJdTO 

8. ^e7 vffzf 3fft cf^TOT TPfteTT 3nftcH ft ftt STlfftc* fftdRlfth TOTO TO, 

3nkftT, #d TO T?ft sTlfttef % ^eT ft 372M nft ft fftftfftd 

(ft ftt # i?n) W t l 4 ftro ww ^ TOrrftft ^rftterr t. 
37k fftftt ftt ftro^ nnS ft *rftterr ft ftsr ft ftftro (ftfftftkro wf|?r) ^t orgfter 

efjftr cft| fftft^r dff fft^TT t i 3T?T: wer ft wd ft snifter srrffter t I 

^ ftlHi^eeh ^fftn srfftfftro, 1975 ^ 3tsto 40 n^t ^r-sftft ft^n 4002.70 
atdfteT 6-3t^tn ^R ^R nftf^d # I TOlfft ftklSje^ nftfeTO ^TTftfft^ f 3tk 
y>wiRd' wn ^ ^Rk nr f^ftt ftt ft nreroft t 1 


4 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 
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9. cfcFTH ft fftrfRpftd ^ftfeK-tfl ftfel ft H < 

(tftftx^ft^tltftft^ 1 ^ ^FstafRtftft^ft dcft t ft 

ftA3*ift ft ftft ?fR m ft^iefH ftftfen mi aRrftg ^ gft fftftftfft srt 
ftft t I ftftfoRT 3fR ^Epf 3T7T ft fftftRTT cR Rmftmdg ft 

ten? t ft ft ^ ^ ft fft^R fftdT W % I 

10. ^ ft ft ^ cr v3m41^i ft? w ^ rfm>i$efi, arrftftfed htzrT ds?r 

d^ft, ft^cft, 3?Tert^rr|ef g^if 3 OTftn ^ em? v*ft dft aiR ftxn ftftft dft A 

fftdT vSTTcTT t ! ^l$efH ftftfeFT afR ^Tspf am afR faqftmSd ^ 3 ^ gny 
ftmft fen? f ft ft t?*t ft mci ftft t ^FfHf Rft^di ft w ?mtf&cT ftnn i 
f it ft ^r ^ fft^Rr tft A ft % mi f?rft ftRr^r ?ftt A angfif ft ^tt 

^cFxft t I ^8 arm ft 3TcRrd ^MI^cfH ftftfeH fftfifuTd 

(f ft ft t?*t) arft # I £ ft ft *?d ft afRtrf^ vjMdVi m? afR 
ftr-OT? ft fftftftw A % \ 

x*. ftcj ^gfm «in ansrrc afrr ftar 

11 . get ftd 3 ftnft ftftrft ftftn fero, gft % ftft ft TOjaft ft 
arRTRft ^r nT^rftft ^5 emft ft fen? jnf^Rt ft wm ^rfft^r <rr ft t l 
ftrcH rr 4 arrardft afR ^rft witfftft A A cRgart ft 

ftftftdl gM \3cM!^l ft ftft aftr ft ftlcf |R XJcft ft dc^ld dTTO eft feR STgftg 

fftjl t I ftfeRt ft RTRH ft ftf-RTRH fftTFT (ftftftd OTTftft^ fft^Fl) ft ^TRcf ft 
f ft ft ^r- fftfftftRTTaft ft ^[ft ft Trm-^rra ftw arftft fttd «ftft ftft ft amfft ft 
fen? ^fft fftw? ft qft afR ^rr^f ^tctt d^r wrw/zwm aft^% d^n? ^nft 
<r argftg- fftdT t I rtrft t ?4 ftft-RTRH fftqm ft drR ft ^rft 27-5-2009 ft 

ft^IT 25011/7/2009-ft ft-11 STCT fftHTg^TR ft ft- 

(ft f ft ft TT8 ^ ^sr ft^ef fftfftftdT dFRT: fto ^fftdft ff%^T feTO t I 

(^) dft 2006-07 ft ft 7 dftft ad^IdH fft^TT, dft 2007-08 ft ft 
ftdef 3 dftft 3d?r^d tftdT afR dft 2008-09 ft ?d>ft ft ftft Wf 
dft fftdT I aftftfftch fttfft ^ (ft arft ft ft) fRft ^ 

ft^TT ddT sn, ft ft ft # fft ft!^[ dRR afR %-dRR 

^trft ft flft ft WT ftfen?4ftftTRT<RoTft TOdftft ^ed> ft 
FOTT \5TPTT Wfftj I 


--(• . •<■ • 4T l *H. .. 'i 


I 4I-I>:INI * l 


f .« i - 11 * ib. lit ll 
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12. vH l H I ^ ^ cFT f£qfon c?r£ ^FRT fejfa nfeTcF 3fft TOn fe^R uRT 3 *T?R 

n£f £ n£rfe ^r £t ^fen £ £k n £t 3 rt ffer^ n£i £ sfefer ^rtt R|n n£ £ I 
3TRTnfet ^ nf£f£fM £> ^T 3Rjfe[ R fe W^T 3cMKcb £ £^ cRgaft cfTT v3^l<R 

str cfr fen £ cf^rr menM n£ rt£ wt £ fer £ vi m41 cki r fer £ %£ £t ^>hh £r 
^?r £, £ arm r nsnrcrf£ *r£ten strwt £t n£ £ i 

’ET) gffcT q£ grfct ££ft f££v»l 

13. n^Mf£ ^£ten, 3TRTcfer Ri yfcif£fefi £ srjfer r fe Rbnb i £ 

fer^ toj3 £ nn scmtrt «re- 3R fen £ c^n nrenfeft go<n £ ri£ nfe £ £?r £ ^nfenn fer 
£ fefr £t ^cbxHR £ ^t ££ srraRRSTRwr £t n£ £ iTnf£^£ 3 ^^fen£tB^ : ?^ 
cr £^£ fcRT £ fe Wr£ £Mrt w nn fen fen £ affr 3 n££t srfefenr 1947 £ 
mcRFfr £ feleT SMSHt £ 3R^TR 26 ^T, 2008 £3nRfr £<r£ £ ^nf W £ «R^ 3 r£ £1 
fewr nR £ £ nrfenrft £ rt nsnnn fenf fern £ fe ^trh r* *t$m m fernr (ferfer 
RiwPicn fenfe % ^qfer fenr t ffe £o ?£f£n£ £^n feio £ £Mrt ^ nn rrrt 
feferfar t £R 2006-07 £ ^nrf £ 7 nfer ^rtr fen, 2007-08 £ f^n£ £ 4 m 3 n££ 
wt fern sfR 2008-09 £ Rnr£ £ ^ir n£ fern I 5 nfenr£ £ 3ft 41 Hicb £rf£ Ri 
ferrn £t 1£<wlM cm £t nfe* fenT t fe ^ rt % ^rr wRfr £ ft£ *nt 
^ ^ fcnj I^M^n h£ nR#^t Wt ^OTT 1 


ts. grfr ^ n^t ^fmcRT 

14 . ttf wxr n^Mf^r ^nft«n £ sfk 3nwi^/wfrw?rf #r ^ 4m n^ fe 

wtr ^ w 3 T#n £0 ^f£n£ ^^1 feo, -^i £ n^t-nr£, 2007 £ ££t£fer ^ ^cmir 
n£ ^rfer cR fen £ nwT ^rtr n£f £ n^3ft tk michM ■5^? 

snft £t rt£ £ 4 t ^rr 3 ?k £? ^rr ^ cRg 4 t nfeqtiiR^nr n£ nmfer nR £ £0 
£f£n£ feo, £ ti^ £t ^jfxRT fem £ fe ^£r£ ££t^fer ^ gn »i wf£n ^r 
fen £ 3 ik 3 n£# arfefenr 1947 ^ nrnm£r ^ st^tr 26.06.2008 £ snnft ^>r wt£ 
nr «(R c?r£ 4ferr nR £t £ 1 irt m^k nwct £ $rf£ RT^t nn mr n£f 
cRftfe ^frn £t ^ £r n^rr £ 3 ik ^rffer ^r fen «n 1 


15. 



3ik nfe£(M <£ fenR 


n>). 3rfeoT gredta ^ 

£0 ^jfeRf ?f^n fero 4r fe nRn £ ££Mfer nn ^< mv <& £• £ £tMtrt 4t £?r 
^ ^rr n^n £t ^ ^ 1£r ^ nnjR £ nn nR fen £ . 

sfR "vicMi'cR n£ gn: ^r£ n£ n££ w n£t £ i ^fe £££fer nn n£f ; 

fen £ ^nfen Bfen cr£ d£ £r£ sfR nfen £ ?r1£ £r£ ^n nR n£t ^n £ 1 nRcftn' 
^rr v3fen % eRR fe* 4t ^n w 6% £ 8% fe nR^r ffe ^ ^trt 20 % n£ fefe sfRm 
rtr in t t ££t £> wi £fe ^n £ jmrfer |sn £ afR sm£t ffe £ ^£t £ ^r£ £ 
ten? ^ £nn srtm nR ^1 £ 1 fetfenr r rt£ men£?£ £ ot£w ffet ^£ wr£ 

^8S-<5 GT^'A 
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srmfe t 3ik w cRf^rf R dd yRwiW <R R 

<dTdd? W # ddTfe fRdT t I . * 

TTS3T d7 RdN dfe gq- fR lfe[ ^Td % ^ R UdTKH d>T ^Rd d?? fed 

t sfft 3dR£t 3TRRdd 1947 R Hdd 3dd£dR R 3TJdR 3TdR Rdd^ dY 7«df R? d7 fedd? 26 

djd, 2008 R ^ d?R* d^ R^T d?dR t I Rd^ ^3# d7 Wdfeft god? cfTF ^ d^dT Rd R 
err? Rk % cw cR^^ft R ^enR R RRRRt R fen? ?rRdd?d? t wjde RsR 
^f}#^ tr eFn MienM god? cWM dm fRdT ^ht ^Tf%R feR Rd^ R RR diR 

Sddfe d7 ofdTdT t rft t i 

^r) aiRRfeci emRPRfai gjnjgrgTd 

Ro 3jfeqR ffed fo?0 Rt fe RRRfe dd *TRd 4 t R dd 

?Teddd «Fd d?7 fed % I ?ffR RM^d dd Rd R vkdldd d# RdT t fdfeR dftg v?RRt R 
fRRt dcT R RkjR RR Rt mdeT d?7<TT t I RMfeT dd MTdTM god? dR dffR 7?R R viM'RcMI 
fM d? srfRfed fRfrd *TTC W t sfa^ddft RR^dRddKd dR Wife d?d TdT t Rt wRd^l 
fM dR 3RTTfcRT dR 7?T t 3tk SRRT^T cdTdT7 R 7?T5 Rt dRJ3Tt R dReJ ^cdfddR dR 
dfRwRcd?dl R ?rfR dgdT 7?T t I wjdd R qfeed R Rd^ RR R RRIfe R 3TRdcTf d? edg 
MlddM god? dR doddcl TRTRT fen WTI xlTfe I 

n) ^Tdigii^cj cHMi^re 4^4^ ifefe?¥H 3»fty ffeir- 

3TTdt f^PlMfuH RlM ^ fcR ^ t I ^T7d $ 

^ vidlidcb' Ao ^Pl^f ffelT fcTO ^ ^>T dd1l<5d fe dR fel t I 

cf>T dcMTdd £)dl ^ 3Tcf: vJSfPT d?t 4lfcl oRT d?d d^t vddcll ^ I effect ^4)'SK , d 

d7 dTdd^eft ^cd> W% RTdd Mlrl'idtlfcdcbdl d7 5TTO ^T t I 

d) w T?cr qTtcldV ftPNd l 14 f c l *< 5 I H 

^0 ^zrr feTO fl%dT dd WdR RRdidl t 3lV dddd TTddT teet 18- 

20 d#dt % dd W t I ^ 7T4^ d^ d? dlddM d>t drr^t RsR tg dfrt w 

d# t i ^ti ^ drg w dTdd^r?ft 'fcd> » %q rR c^ icR ditWr^t ^rt ^?d 
WT \TdTdT RTdT dlfe i 

16. wed fcpRR ^ ^ PddfolRsjd 3lldld^VdfcrRfWt % 3fe ftdR 5R^d f :- 

(i) dd dtfeFR fclRdfcn ^ >fjfef %dT t M ^ 7T?^ d^ ^ 3TTdTd 

dd MlddM ■ged^ RT^t RTR dd d^tf aftfed d^t t 3jftd ged^ d^T RdTdT fcRr rR dd 
srg^Td Rrtt t I 

(ii) 3TfecT dfetd TdR Wfd WtfeRTd ^ 3R% ^ ^fed?W d>T dYsvidf t 3fld god? d?t 
oRddoT RFITRT fedd RR dd 3Tffrd f^dT t I 

(iii) oMdlfe eRR RPididi wtfeRTd ^ gfef Rrtt t % 4 o ^t Rdd erddd dt 
ddf dd W t afld god? d?t dcdddT TRRd Rr ^T 3TjRd f^dT t I 
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(iv) afteVfiftcr ftqlfte’ ft^jftcFtrcft ^frf^H w ft%RT % Rjfftd fftRT t fft rtctM riw 
r>t rr fftR vsnft ft rrroj §ftft wft Rfti r? t Rftfft wg- RRg cm ftt4 wr ^ 

t sffa Rpftft RPT£ RRg RR Rft dWfeT ROTRT fftR vffft RTf 3PjftR fftRT f I 

Hlfa<ftlfl gRT eiffrl 

17. R#RRft % fto ip\nA if&n fcRO RTRI TOJR ^ ^JcRT RR w fcPTT t fft 
fftftftpT RR Wf RR R>R fen ft 3jk.3TT^t 3TfftfftpT, 1947 ft ^Rftft ft 3FJRHR fftriR? 
26.06.2008 ft 3TRftt-3TRftt ft 3fftmiRcf> wft RPTTRR Rft fttW R>R ft t I 

is. RTfftmft ft rrttrr rr ^-7m fftmR (ftRfftr w^imRcb fftrpT) rtrt rrr ^rt rjrrt rr 
WTR foRH t fft 4^^ RR^ CRT ftcToT RR? RjPwfdl t 3Plfa-^PlHft ^f%RT fcfO 3ftR; ^Rilf ft 
cpf 2006-07 ft 7 Rftft ft fftlR, Rft 2007-08 ft ftRoT 3 Rftft ft frFR f3TT SJT 3ftR Rft 

2008-09 ft ?R?ft ft Wf Rft |3n I 

19. RTfftRRft ft sMfftR? fttfft t?r wfr fftrPT ftt ^r f^rfM rr wh feRR t % 

RPR cPTT %-RPR -RgM ft fftft R>t R*HT ft feTR ftftftRR RR RTRRM R^ Rv? fftn RRR I 

20. ‘ RTfftRRfr ft ft?T A RTR^ RR^ ft CMTRIR^/3PftRRT3ft eft W f^RR RR ftt MR fftPTT t % 
RTR^ RR^ RR RlddM ^JoR? RTTft T^ft RR Rftf 3ftf%RR Rft f RRffeb ft?T ft RRRTTR RRTTW gRT 
RTRTTRR RR RR fftTT RRT ft I 

21. vSM^Rd RSzft c^ 3TTRR tR jnfftRTlft R? fftwft ftft ft %:- 

(i) ^JcT 37lftRR ft fto TjfftRTCf ftfeRT feTO, g*Rft, R^ R^tR R[ ^ ft?I ft ^TR^ RRJ RR 
RRRTTR RRTW RT I 

(ii) vftRftft> RRRR RR ^IMR fftRFI RRT Rft Rft ft, ft?[ ft ftR^ RRg RR Rftft 3PR 
RRTTW Rftf ft I 

(iii) RfR^ R^ ^ RPft OTRTRRft/5PfrRRI8Tt R2TT RRR> ft ft R? RR TRejR 

fftpR ft fft) RRRTTR Rftj RRRW ft RR7TRR RR RR fftR ft 3RT= ftR^ R^ RR 
RTRRft^ft ^cd> Rft RR IftRT RfTRT RlfftR I 

(iv) WtR ft RR fttft ft rR 5T«R ft Rf^ ftR^ RRg RR ^cR> ftt 8TTft Rflft W 

RRT ft ftRRR: Rft| RftfRdlft RR RWT RRTR R%RT I 

(v) RPR* ftft ft *JR ft 3PTRT Rft ft fftftfftd RTR^ RR^ ft 3{Pnft RR RTRRftft ^eR> RR fftR 
RTfft ftftjft^lR^ Rftft dft Rft ftft Rftfft ft?T ft fttft WPT ftR Rft ft I 

vl) ftfeW RfftlPT: 

22. fftTR^ Wift RfRT fft? Reft, IJRfT RJRRT R2R fft? RXT 3T^ftft 3ftR fftTO RtfRRft ft 

3T^ftft 3T2TRT 3PRPTT RPPjRR ftftmft ft RSR Rft RfcRTfti ft RPRR ft RTf^RRft ft RRT sJRePR 
Rsft Rft ERPT ft mA 3ftR ftRT ft RPRTRR Rft fftftft ft ^R^RR ft 3TTRTR RR RlfftRRft 
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TO *n aft # fcf? atro aroM gw 71 : ftN wt aft fTferft t ^fm aft 

aft WTTcRT ^ t i 

3T. TOfta vltdfrT cfr fjfr TOT 3TOgt 

23. TO ^T t wra t aTOM gW aa Wft T^t t atfcR TOT^T 

' Cfft aM a7 ?pfta> wrtt aW a^t TOT 3ffta TOftf <£ ftp!H5d!3T? aft TON 

aftwaWw a? aftfN aw a^ aft Ttwar t i to<£ ftata w# wat at ^ to* t 
atf atg Tj^ta a^rita a# #tt aaf(% atw t t?r t atf tt a^g an wran n^t aN 
7ST t I 

24. #w: manM gw an aatro area aft 3rgfta ton a^fM to a^g vrdta at 
gf dt at war aNaf nr^fta w t gaa aa aNatf afcrrot at fMt at gn= aro aror 
t t?r at wrt fta t t faraaMt aarat at ^ aNt t at# TOta nafta a# #taT 
aatft? atw t ^t t at# tt aag an wiaa a# aN^T t! 

ar. ffranitgl 

25. to ftwt t r afat at ara ftr arenttt wat at ^ aNt t at# atg TOtn aafta 
af ntm atrftr atw t t?r t at# tt nto agj an aanaa n#t aN TFi t ; attant an a? 
ftaN 11 % gMa to, sitRan, ttn to.w. tot to^n t arrant a> tot t gw wm 
ant aft wwnn t I 

26. TO TON aN aNt a> TOTO, mftant f^TO 15.06.2006 aft tfta aRniti TOft 

3Tf?NjTOT 7T. 14/1>8/2004-#Nta^t at ftNia> 16 gn, 2006 at TOT t) TOTO, 3TWNN, 
to-I, ^fro t TOiftm gf sfr 3?k 19 gNT^, 2006 aft aNa tnto ^t NfegaaT ^t. 

75/2006-#argw to arflrgpRT aft «ft f ^ aro aTf^raa^ to top atapT totM gw 
aft TOTf$r aft 1%aaR?r aNcf f I 

27. TO %Nrf^T a> af^TTTOTO vSTT^t ^T aTctt ^ NW ^ f^Ntt 3TT^T ^ aft| ^t 
srttar srfSrftro ^ tot TTOTOt ^ 3 nto afTOgw TOaa gw tot ^rar aN srftcfta 
TOafeNN ^ 3Nga aft I 


3TK. ^tWR, PiR*£ ^ntTOTTt 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 


New Delhi, the 6th August, 2009 

Final Findings 

Subject: Mid-term review Anti-Dumping investigation in the matter relating to imports of 

Ethylene-Propylene-Non-Conjugated-Diene-Monomer (EPDM) Rubber originating 
in or exported from European Union, USA, China PR and Brazil. 

No. 15/2/2009-DGAD. —Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 
as amended in 19957hcreinafter referred to as Act) and the Customs Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Duty, or Additional Duty on 
Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 (hereinafter 
referred to as Rules); 

A Background of the case 

1. M/s. Unimers India Ltd , Mumbai had earlier filed an anti-dumping petition 
before the Designated Authority, alleging dumping of Ethylene-Propylene-Non- 
Conjugated- Diene-Monomer (EPDM) Rubber (hereinafter referred to as the 
subject goods) originating in or exported from European Union, USA, China PR and 
Brazil (hereinafter referred to as the subject countries). 

2. The Designated Authority vide Notification Number 14/18/2004-DGAD 
dated 15.6.2006 published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary Part I, 
Section I dated the 16 th June, 2006 had notified its final findings 
recommending definitive anti dumping duties on imports of Ethylene-Propylene- 
Non-Conjugated- Diene-Monomer (EPDM) Rubber originating in or exported 
from European Union, USA, China PR and Brazil. 

3. The definitive anti dumping duty was imposed on the subject goods by the 
Central Government vide Notification No.75/2006-Customs dated 19 th July, 
2006. 

4. The All India Rubber Industries Association and Automotive Tyre 
Manufacturers Association have represented that the sole manufacturer of the 
product viz.. M/s. Unimers India Ltd, Mumbai has suspended production of 

Gljoq -3 
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EPDM since February-March, 2007 and is unlikely to resume production and the 
anti-dumping duty on the subject goods still continues affecting the 
competitiveness of the tyre and non-tyre sector goods. In view of the above, 
they have requested for an immediate withdrawal of anti-dumping duty on 
EPDM. 

5. M/s.Unimers India Ltd., Mumbai has also intimated that they have 
suspended production of EPDM Rubber and declared formal permanent closure 
of their factory as per the provisions of The ID Act, 1947 with effect from 
26.6.2008. 

6. The Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act 1995 and the Anti Dumping Rules 
made there under require the Authority to review from time to time the need 
for continuance of anti dumping duty. Based on the request of the All India 
Rubber Industries Association and Automotive Tyre Manufacturers Association, 
and in accordance with the Rules the Mid-term Review investigation of the anti¬ 
dumping duties was initiated by the Authority vide Notification No.15/2/2009- 
DGAD dated 27.3.2009. 

B. Procedure 

7. The procedure described below has been followed with regard to this 
investigation; 

i) After initiation of the review investigation, the Authority notified the 
domestic industry, all known exporters/producers in the subject 
countries and known importers, calling for questionnaire responses and 
necessary information in accordance with Rule 6(4); 

ii) The Embassy of the subject countries in New Delhi was informed about the 
initiation of the investigation, in accordance with Rule 6(2), with a request 
to advise the exporters/producers in their respective countries to respond 
to the questionnaire within the prescribed time. 

iii) The Authority sent questionnaires, to elicit relevant information to the 
known exporters from the subject countries. None of the exporters from 
subject countries have responded to the Designated Authority. 

iv) The period of investigation for the purpose of the present mid -term review is 1 st 
Jan 2008 to 31 st Dec 2008 (12 months). 

v) Request was made to the Directorate General of Commercial Intelligence 
and Statistics (DGCI4S) to arrange details of imports of subject goods for 
the past three years and the period of investigations, however no details in 
this respect were received. 
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vi) No domestic industry or domestic producer of the subject goods have 
provided their cost and injury information. 

vii) The following importers and their associations have responded to the 
initiation notification and requested for immediate withdrawal of the anti¬ 
dumping duty on the subject goods: 

1. M/s Jayashree Polymers Pvt Ltd .Pune, 

2. M/s Phoenix Yule Ltd. Kolkatta . 

3. M/s Roop Rubber Mills Ltd , Gurgaon, 

4. All India Rubber Industries Association . 

5. Foundation of Rubber Polymer Manufacturers .New Delhi. 

6. Automotive Tyre Manufacturers Association. 

viii) The Authority requested the Department of Chemicals and Petrochemicals 
and the Department of Industrial Policy and Promotion to provide the list 
of the manufacturers of EPDM in India along with their detailed address, 
phone/fax numbers. E-mail address and their production capacity and 
production / import data for the injury period. 

ix) The Authority held a public hearing on 23 rd June, 2009 to hear the 
interested parties orally. No representatives of the domestic industry/ 
exporters attended the public hearing. 

x) Disclosure Statement was issued to the known interested parties on 
17.07.2009 requesting them to submit their views by 24.07.2009. 

C. Product under consideration 

8. The product under consideration involved in the original investigation and 
also in the present review application is "Ethylene-Propylene-Non-Conjugated 
Diene Monomer Rubber (EPDM)" originating in or exported from European 
Union, USA, China PR and Brazil. The present investigation is a mid-term review 
and none of the interested parties have made any submission requesting 
modification (including curtailment) in the scope of the review. Therefore, the 
investigation covers the product covered in the original investigation. The 
subject goods are classified under Chapter 40 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 
under subheading No.4002.70 at six digit level. However, Customs classification 
is indicative only and, in no way, binding on the scope of the proposed 
investigation. 

9. The product under consideration in the present investigation is Ethylene- 
Propylene-Non-Conjugated Diene Monomer Rubber (EPDM). EPDM is a synthetic 
rubber and technical specifications of EPDM are broadly governed by Ethylene, 
Propylene and Diene content, and Mooney Viscosity. With the variations in 
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Ethylene, Propylene and Diene Content and for Mooney Viscosity, different 
grades of EPDM Rubber can be produced. 

10. EPDM Rubber is primarily used in rubber profiles, automotive tyres and 
tubes, cables, hoses and moulded items used in the automobile parts. The 
changes in Ethylene, Propylene and Diene content and Mooney Viscosity and 
other characteristics will merely modify the general property for which EPDM 
is consumed. EPDM Rubber can be of various grades and can be supplied in 
various forms. This investigation covers all grades of Ethylene-Propylene-Non- 
Conjugated Diene Rubber (EPDM), in all grades and all forms.The Most 
important industrial use of EPDM is for the manufacture of tyre and non-tyre 
rubber products . 

D. Standing and scope of the Dom n^T TnjMfTT 

11. In the original investigations, M/s Unimers India, Ltd Mumbai had filed 
the petition before the Designated Authority for imposition of Anti-dumping 
duty on the imports of the subject goods from the subject countries. In the 
present investigation the importers and their associations have requested for 
immediate withdrawal of the duties in view of suspension of production by the 
sole manufacturer of the subject goods in India. The authority requested the 
Department of Chemicals and Petro-chemicals (the concerned administrative 
department) to provide the list of manufacturers of EPDM in India along with 
their detailed address and their production capacity and production/import data 
for the injury period including the POI . In response the Department of 
Chemicals and Petro-chemicals (the concerned administrative department) vide 
their letter No.25011/7/2009-PC-II dated 27.05.2009 has intimated as 
follows: 

a) There is only one manufacturer of EPDM Rubber namely Unimers India 
Ltd. 

b) In 2006-07 the unit was in production for 7 months, in 2007-08 the unit was 
in production for only 3 months and in 2008-09 the unit was not in production. 

The Department of Industrial Policy and Promotion (DIPP) , to whom a 
reference was made , has also recommended that the anti- dumping duty on 
EPDM may be revoked to protect the interests of the domestic tyre and non¬ 
tyre industries. 
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E. Dumping Determination : 

12. Determination of normal value, export price and dumping margin are not 
relevant in the present investigations as neither the domestic industry nor any 
other interested parties have submitted the required information .The mid¬ 
term review has been initiated on the basis of the requests of the importers 
and their representatives that the sole domestic producer has stopped 
production of the subject goods and the continuation of the anti -dumping duty 
is detrimental to the interests of the user sector of the country. 

F. injury and Causal link Determination : 

13. The mid-term review has been initiated on the basis of the requests of the 
importers and their representatives that the sole domestic producer has 
stopped production of the subject goods and continuation of the anti -dumping 
duty is detrimental to the interests of the user sector of the country .The 
Authority has taken note of the intimation of the domestic industry that they 
have suspended production of EPDM Rubber and declared formal permanent 
closure of their factory as per the relevant provisions of the ID Act,1947 from 
June 26 ,2008.The Authority^has also taken note of the fact that Department 
of Chemicals and Petro-chemicals (the concerned administrative department) 
has intimated that there is only one manufacturer of EPDM Rubber namely 
Unimers India Ltd , and ; in 2006-07 the unit was in production fir 7 months, in 
2007-08 the unit was in production for only 3 months and in 2008-09 the unit 
was not in production. The Authority has also taken note of the 
recommendations of the Department of Industrial Policy and Promotion that 
the anti- dumping duty on EPDM may be revoked to protect the interests of the 
domestic tyre and non-tyre industries. 

B. Likelihood of continuation or recurrence of injury : 

14. Present investigation is a mid-term review investigation and have been 
initiated at the behest of importers/ user industry informing that the sole 
manufacturer of the product viz.. M/s. Unimers India Ltd, Mumbai has 
suspended production of EPDM since February-March, 2007 and is unlikely to 
resume production and the anti-dumping duty on the subject goods still 
continues affecting the competitiveness of the tyre and non-tyre sector goods. 
M/s.Unimers India Ltd., Mumbai has also intimated that they have suspended 
production of EPDM Rubber and declared formal permanent closure of their 
factory as per the provisions of The ID Act, 1947 with effect from 26.6.2008. 

28 Gc> Gjjoq-tt 
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Thus, the question of examining continuation of injury does not arise in this case 
as the sole domestic industry has already closed down and suspended 
production. 


15. Views of the Importers/Users and rtwir r»y»cntatiVe 


a. All India Rubber Industries Association- 

M/s Unimers India Ltd, the sole producer of EPDM, in India, has 
ceased production of EPDM, which is a critical raw material for the 
tyre and non-tyre rubber goods producers of the country, and has no 
intention of restarting production. Since EPDM is not indigenously 
produced, the question of any injury to the domestic industry does not 
and will not arise in future. The Indian Rubber industry non-tyre 
sector, which hitherto was maintaining a steady growth of 6 to 8%, 
with an average export growth of 20%, has been severely affected 
due to global recession and is struggling hard to fight back to its 
growth trail. Continuation of anti-dumping duty on EPDM is 
substantially affecting the consuming interest and also blunting the 
competitive edge of the domestic producers of rubber goods in the 
international market. 

Considering the fact that the domestic industry has suspended 
production of EPDM Rubber and declared formal permanent closure of 
their factory as per the relevant provisions of the ID Act,1947 from 
June 26 ,2008, continuation of the anti -dumping duty on the subject 
goods will be detrimental to the interests of the manufacturers of 
tyre and non-tyre rubber.goods producers of the country. In view of 
the above the anti-dumping duty on EPDM should be withdrawn 
immediately, as imposed on imports from the subject countries. 

b. Automotive Tyre Manufacturers Association - 

M/s Unimers India Ltd , the sole producer of EPDM , in India, has 
ceased production of EPDM. Since EPDM is not indigenously 
produced, the question of any injury to the domestic industry has 
ceased to exist. Continuation of anti-dumping duty on EPDM is 
resulting in additional financial burden on consuming interests and 
affecting their competitiveness substantially affecting the consuming 
interest and also blunting the competitive edge of the domestic 
producers of rubber goods in the international market. In view of the 
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above the anti-dumping duty on EPDM should be withdrawn 
immediately, as imposed on imports from the subject countries. 

c. Automotive Component Manufacturers Association of India- 

EPDM is an important input required by the auto component 
manufacturing industries. M/s Unimers India Ltd , the sole producer 
of EPDM , in India, has ceased production of EPDM. Since EPDM is 
not indigenously produced, the question of any injury to the domestic 
industry has ceased to exist. On the contrary, continuation of anti¬ 
dumping duty on EPDM is affecting their cost competitiveness. 

d. Foundation of Rubber A Polymer Manuf acturers- 

AA/s Unimers India Ltd is the sole manufacturer of EPDM India and 
their plant is lying closed for last 18- 20 months. There is no basis of 
continuing the anti-dumping duty on the subject goods from the 
subject countries. The Authority should take urgent steps for 
withdrawal of the anti-dumping duty on the subject goods from the 
subject countries. 

16. In response to the disclosure statement the following 
importer’s/representatives have submitted their views: 

i) The Foundation of Rubber APolymer Manufacturers has intimated 
that there is no justification to continue the anti dumping duty on the 
subject goods from the subject countries and requested early withdrawal 
of the duty. 

ii) The All India Rubber Industries Association has reiterated their 
earlier views and requested for immediate withdrawal of the duty. 

iii) The Automotive Tyre Manufacturers Association has informed that 
the plant of M/s Unimers is lying closed for nearly two years and 
requested immediate withdrawal of the anti dumping duty. 

iv) The Automotive Component Manufacturers Association of India 
has intimated that revocation of the anti dumping duty cannot result in 
continuation of injury as there is no domestic production and requested 
for immediate withdrawal of the duty on the subject goods. 

C,t\o<)~S 
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Examination by the Authority 

17. The Authority has taken note of the information submitted' by the 
domestic industry M/s.Unimers India Ltd., Mumbai that they have suspended 
production of EPDM Rubber and declared formal permanent closure of their 
factory as per the provisions of The ID Act, 1947 with effect from 26.6.2008. 

18. The Authority has taken note of the information provided by the 
Department of Chemicals and Petro-chemicals (the concerned administrative 
department) that there is only one manufacturer of EPDM Rubber namely 
Unimers India Ltd, and ; in 2006-07 the unit was in production for 7 months, in 
2007-08 the unit was in production for only 3 months and in 2008-09 the unit 
was not in production. 

19. The Authority has taken note of the recommendations of the Department 
of Industrial Policy and Promotion that the anti- dumping duty on EPDM may be 
revoked to protect the interests of the domestic tyre and non-tyre industries. 

20. The Authority has also taken note of the views of the importers/users of 
the subject goods in the country that there is no justification of continuing the 
anti dumping duty on the subject goods as the sole producer in the country has 
stopped production. 

21. Based on the above facts the Authority concludes that: 

i) M/S Unimers India Ltd , Mumbai was the domestic industry in the original 
application and the sole producer of the subject goods in the country. 

ii) ' As confirmed by the Deptt. of Chemicals and Petrochemicals, there is no 
other producer of the subject goods in the country . 

iii) All the importers/users of the subject goods and their representatives 
have unanimously opined that since the sole domestic producer has stopped 
production, the anti dumping duty on the subject goods should be revoked. 

iv) In view of the closure of the domestic industry, if the anti dumping duty 
on the subject goods is allowed to be continued any further, it may affect the 
domestic users adversely. 
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v) Revocation of the anti dumping duty on the imports of the subject goods 
originating in or exported from the subject countries may not cause any injury 
to any domestic industry, the same being not there any more. 


H. Final Findings : 

22. Having regard to the contentions raised, information provided and 
submissions made by the interested parties and facts available before the 
Authority through the submissions of interested parties or otherwise as 
recorded in the above findings and on the basis of the above analysis of the 
state of production in the country the Authority concludes that should the 
present anti dumping duties be revoked, no domestic industry is likely to be 
injured. 


X. Indian industry's interest and other issues 

23. The Authority-recognises that the continued imposition of anti dumping 
duties may have cascading effect on the prices of the end products and 
adversely affect the market competitiveness of the domestic manufacturers of 
the end products. On the contrary, revocation of the anti dumping measures 
would not affect any domestic industry since presently there is none producing 
the subject goods in the country. 

24. The purpose of anti dumping duties, in general, is to eliminate injury caused 
to the Domestic Industry by the unfair trade practices of dumping so as to re¬ 
establish a situation of open and fair competition in the Indian market, which is 
in the general interest of the country. Revocation of the anti dumping measures 
would not affect any domestic industry since presently there is none producing 
the subject goods in the country. 

J. Recommendations 

25. Having concluded that the revocation of the anti dumping measures 
would not affect any domestic industry since presently there is none producing 
the subject goods in the country; the Authority is of the opinion that the 
measure is required to be revoked in respect of imports from European Union, 
USA, China PR and Brazil. 
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26. Having examined thus,^hc Authority recommends withdrawal of the Anti- 
Dumping Duty in place as recommended by the Authority vide Final Findings 
Notification No. 14/18/2004-DGAD dated 15.6.2006 , published in the Gazette 
of India, Extraordinary Part I, Section I on the 16 th June, 2006 and notified by 
the Central Government vide Notification No..75/2006-Customs dated 19 th July, 
2006. 

27. An appeal against the orders of the Central Government that may arise 
out of this recommendation shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service tax 
Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Act. 


* 

R. GOPALAN, Designated Authority % 
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